10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

UNI TED STATES ENVI RONVENTAL
PROTECTI ON AGENCY

Public Hearing in the Matter of:
HUDSON RI VER PCBs SI TE, NEW YORK

DATED: February 20, 2002
Poughkeepsi e, New York

TIME 7:15 p.m - 8:30 p.m

M chael P. MAiney, Reporter

M NUTES CF PUBLI C HEARI

Mary T. Babiarz

Court Reporting Service,

11 Market Street, Poughkeepsi e,
(845) 471-2511

NG

I nc.
N. Y. 12601



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

SPEAKERS:

Jane Kenny,
Regi onal Admi ni strator Region 2

Bonni e Bel | ow,
Conmmuni cations Director

W1 1iam MCabe,
Deputy Director of Superfund Division

* *x k %



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

BY M5. KENNY:

Good evening. Can you hear nme? Well,
thank you for coming tonight. M name is Jane
Kenny. |'mthe Regional Administrator for the
United States Environmental Protection Agency
Regi on Two. And, as you know, on February 1st
Adnmini strator Whitman and | signed the Record
of Decision finalizing our plan to remove PCBs
cont am nat ed sedi ment fromthe Hudson R ver.

This is the second public neeting that
we've held to explain the Record of Deci sion.
The first one took place |ast week in Saratoga
Spri ngs.

As Regional Admnistrator I'll have chief
responsibility for the Hudson R ver cleanup.
It's a huge task, it's probably the nost
i mportant single aspect of ny work over the
next several years. | take this responsibility
very seriously and that's why I'mturning to
you.

At the Saratoga Springs neeting | ast week
a few peopl e expressed concern that EPA may
only pay attention to the up-river comunities

that will be nost directly effected by
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dredging. | want to assure you that the
river's health affects everyone, | understand
that, including down-river comunities. |'m
absolutely committed to an all inclusive

public participation.

I know that |ong before | cane to EPA the
agency was working to involve the community in
our ten-year reassessment of river conditions.
The fact that seventy thousand peopl e
t hroughout the region sent witten coments
| ast year in response to our proposed cl eanup
is remarkable. And now we need to do even
nore. Governor Waitman and | are conmitted to
i nvolving the public and | believe there is
unfortunately still a residue of distrust
about this process and we are going to make
every effort to overcone it.

Tonight's nmeeting is an opportunity for
EPA to explain this decision and for you to
ask questions about the plan. Wth me are
Bill MCabe, the Deputy Director of our
Super fund D vision, and Bonny Bel | ow, our
Communi cations Director who will talk in nore

detail about our plan.
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But let me start with sone of the basics.
EPA has been studying the probl em of PCB
contam nation in the Hudson for over a decade
after first declaring the Hudson Superfund
site in 1984. During all this tine the New
York State Department of Health has posted
fish advi sories warning people to severely
limt the amount of fish they eat that come
fromthe river.

During all this time comercial fishing in
the Hudson has been outlawed. And during all
this time concerned citizens with many
different points of view have nmade their
voices heard. Citizens |ike you have cone to
town neetings and public hearings, nore than
seventy-five altogether. G tizens wote
letters, signed petitions and sent e-nmail by
the tens of thousands.

To verify the work of EPA's own scientists
we brought in experts. During the ten-year
reassessnent EPA arranged for five different
i ndependent peer reviews of our findings. The
agency wanted to get this right and with

careful study and public input we did.
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I want to reiterate just why we're
undertaking this cleanup. PCBs, plain and
sinmple are toxic. They enter the food chain
through tiny organisns that fish eat and they
can find their way into people who eat those
fish.

PCBs cause cancer in |aboratory animals
and they are considered a probabl e cause of
cancer in humans. PCBs can al so trigger other
serious health effects. And as is so often
the case with environnental hazards, the nost
vul nerabl e, the people who are the nost
vul nerable to this are children and pregnant
wonen.

These are serious life altering and
potentially life threatening problenms. And
while the level of PCBs in fish is [ower than
it was twenty-five years ago, it's stil
dangerously high. Nature alone can't take
care of the problem This is not something we
shoul d | eave for our children to deal with
That's why we've nade the decision to target
areas of the river for dredging.

As | announced | ast week, EPA will be



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

setting up a field office near the upper
Hudson area where dredging will take place.
That field office will be staffed by N G

Kaul , who was the Director of the New York
State Departnment of Environnental
Conservation's Water Program Wth his help,
EPA will work closely with all the comunities
that are effected by this cleanup, including
comunities along the | ower Hudson.

I'"'mnewto this job and | know you have
all lived with this issue for a long tine. |
want to help start a new chapter, one in which
we find ways to work together. And I | ook
forward to working with you, the people who
l'ive here and who | ove the Hudson River.

This hasn't been an easy process and there
are a lot of hard decisions ahead of us. But
I think it can be a productive dial ogue and
successful project that will be a proud | egacy
for our children, grandchildren and
generations to cone.

Before |I turn things over to Bill MCabe
and Bonny Bellow, | want to introduce the EPA

staff who are with nme tonight. There is a
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trenendous conmmitnent on our part, including
this presence of our staff. From our
Super fund Program Mel Hauptman, | want you to
stand, Doug Tonthuk, Alison Hess and Marian
Osen. Fromthe Ofice of Regional Counsel
Paul Sinon and Doug Fi scher. From our
comuni cations office, Mary Mears and Dave
Kl uesner. W al so have representatives from
contractors, including E&E, our primary design
contractor, as well as TAMS, MalcolmPirnie
and Morasco Newton. Pl ease stand now

Now, |'mgoing to ask Bill to briefly
descri be the Record of Decision and Bonny
Bellow will then outline the process we
envi sion for devel oping a new community
i nvol venent program And then we'll be happy
to take your questions when the presentations
are done. Thank you
BY VR M CABE

Thanks, Jane. Wiat | would like to do is
di scuss with you the selected renedy and al so
how we responded to all the comments that
we' ve received over the years.

The selected renmedy calls for targeted
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dredgi ng of over two-point-six-five mllion
cubi c yards of PCB contam nated sedi nments

And on the next slide you will be able see, on
the next few slides actually, those areas in
red, | don't knowif you can see it back
there, they're entitled renedi ati on areas
Those are the areas that we're tal ki ng about
remedi ati ng.

And as you can also see fromthis in the
top eleven mles we're tal king about the upper
Hudson as being forty mles, in the upper
eleven mles of that we're tal ki ng about over
eighty percent of the dredging. So, that's
why we're tal king about this as being a
targeted dredgi ng project.

W' Il also be backfilling that w th about
one foot of clean backfill. That will be both
for the purpose of habitat restoration and
also to isolate any residual PCBs. The goa
for the cleanup is one part per nillion

The area that we're tal king about here
again with respect to the targeted dredging is
about five hundred out of thirteen hundred --

out of thirty-nine hundred acres, |I'msorry.
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So, you're tal king about less than thirteen
percent of the area. So, again, that's where
we're comng up with the target dredging,
basically a hot spot type of dredgi ng.

H storically, we've all heard about the
forty hot spots that were in the upper Hudson
River, twenty of those were in R ver Section
One, which was the first six mles dow to the
Thonpson Island Dam Fifteen of those hot
spots were in the next five mles down to the
Nor t hunber|l and Dam And, again, that's where
| said we're doing over eighty percent of the
dredging. And then the last five hot spots
were in the remaining twenty-nine mles.

The dredging will renove about one hundred
fifty thousand pounds of PCBs. That's about
sixty-five percent of what remains in the
upper Hudson R ver. The dredging will be done
in two phases, and we will be devel opi ng
performance standards for the dredgi ng
proj ect.

These perfornmance standards included in
the ROD, right now we have air quality and

noi se performance standards. And there wll

10
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be perfornmance standards for other things
that we'll develop in the design, such as
dredgi ng production rates, the resuspension of
PCB residuals. And the purpose of the two
phase dredging is that in phase one, as we
come up with these perfornance standards, we
will be testing our dredging job versus how we
acconpl i sh those perfornmance standards.
That's in the first year

Phase two is the remaining five years of
dredging. So, after we do phase one we'l
test it against those performance criteria
W' Il also have the perfornance criteria peer
reviewed. We'll also peer reviewthe results
of the first phase of dredging versus those
performance criteria, and only then will we
nove on to phase two the follow ng year

The ROD al so includes the siting of
sedi nent processing and transfer facilities.
W expect that there will be a good deal of
public controversy over these facilities and
we will be working with the public on the
siting of the facilities. W'IIl also include

a public coment period on those facilities.
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W have also stated in the ROD that we'll
be using rail or barges for transportation of
both the backfill material and the processed
sedinent. And, of course, we're going to be
doi ng extensive nonitoring during this entire
operation, both during the design and during
the construction. That will be in order to
deal with or address the performance criteria
and also to protect water supplies. And,
finally, we will be doing a, devel oping a new
communi ty invol vement pl an.

The ROD al so recogni zes the need for
source control. Wat you see here is the CE
Hudson Falls facility. New York State is
handling this with under an enforcenent order
with GE and we expect that this renediation
will be conpleted prior to our initiating our
dredging. Incidentally, the State is also
working with GE at the Fort Edward facility.

Now, how do we address community concerns
or how did we address community concerns. W
didit intw ways. One way was in the
proposed pl an of Decenmber of 2000 and the

second way was in the ROD itself after we

12
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received all the public comments and devel oped
a responsive sunmary.

In the proposed plan we included itens
such as there will be no local landfilling.
For a good part of the project, particularly
the end part of the project, this was the
maj or concern of the community, that there
will be no local landfill. Well, we included
that in the proposed plan

W said we would use rail or barge for the
processed dredged sedi ments. This was to
avoid truck traffic. People, rightly so
believe that the trucks would be a disruption
to the comunity, at |east that kind of volume
of trucks would be a disruption. So, we said
we woul d use rail or barge

W' ve al so stated that navi gational
dredging will occur such that we won't inpede
navigation in the river. People said that the
dredgi ng equi pnent is going to tie up the
river, we said we'll make sure it doesn't.
W' Il do any navigation dredging that's
necessary to acconplish that.

And of course we said the public

13
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i nvol venent programwi || continue through
desi gn and construction, and of course we can
even change the programand Bonny is going to
get into that.

After the proposed plan we opened up the
public coment period. | think it was pretty
successful, obviously we had some ninety
t housand individuals in the formof over
seventy-three thousand coments submitted to
the agency. That resulted in a three vol ume
responsi veness sunmary in the nei ghbor hood of
a thousand pages. For those of you who aren't
interested in a thousand pages, we al so have a
slightly abridged version and executive
sumrary, that's about thirteen pages, has all
the results, all the answers.

And all this is available as you can see
on the web site here, EPA GOV/ HUDSON. Al of
our information, the ROD responsive sumrary,
executive sumary, everything. The other
changes were nade in the ROD itself. As |
nmenti oned before we've cone up with this
phasi ng approach. People ask this, well, what

do you base your decision on, how do you know

14
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that this is going to work, what other success
have you had that you can prove to us that you
can do this job, that you can get these
dredgi ng production rates, that you can

m nimze the resuspension and a whol e variety
of other concerns

So, we said, well, the only way we can
think of doing that is doing it in a phased
approach where we develop all those criteria
in the public forum we have them peer
revi ewed, and then we conduct the first phase
of dredging and see how it works. W, of
course, are confident that it will work and
that's why we proposed it, and only then will
we go on to phase two.

In the ROD we' ve added the railing, the
rail or barging of the backfill material. As
I nentioned in the proposed plan we already
said that we've used that for the process
sedinent, now we're adding it for the backfil
mat eri al

W said we woul d devel op perfornance
standards. Again, | nentioned those, the

resuspensi on, the production rates and

15
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residuals. Aready in the ROD we have the air
qual ity and noi se standards and other quality
of life factors may be devel oped such as odor,
lights, et cetera

Simlar to what we did during the
reassessnent we're going to do a peer review,
as | nentioned already. | assune that that
will be a very sinilar process to the one
we' ve al ready conducted and was quite
successf ul

As Jane has nentioned, we'll be opening up
a field office, we're hoping to have that
opened in March sonme tine. And we've already
got it staffed by a senior person, as Jane has
also mentioned. And we'll also be anal yzing
wat er - based processing and transfer
facilities.

Peopl e said, well, it's going to be
difficult to get one on the land, so why don't
we | ook at other options. O course, another
optionis in the water. O course, once you
have it in the water it still has to get to
the land. W have to go fromthere, so that

wouldn't end it, the need for any |and

16
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transfer facility.

Once we've dealt with all these public
coment s, and obviously we have devel oped a
Record of Decision, the responsiveness
sumary, the next step is the renedial design
and that's the phase that we're in right now.

Everything that |I've mentioned al ready,
and a whole lot nore that's in the ROD is what
we're dealing with in the renedial design
Sonme of the nore promnent elenments that we're
going to be dealing with and some of the nore
ti nme consuming ones | suspect will be our
sanpling and nonitoring program \W're going
to be taking a trenendous nunmber of sanples, |
don't, probably thousands, ten of thousands
sanmples. It's just a trenendous effort.

The purpose of that will not only be for
the performance standards but al so to devel op
the cut lines. You' ve seen on the charts
there, we've got those nice red areas that
show where we're going to be dredging.
Coviously, we've got to get that alittle bit
nore refined. Actually, we have to get that a

whole lot nore refined. So, we have to go in

17
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there and figure out exactly where we're going
to be dredging.

W have to select a type of equipmnent that
we're going to be using. W didn't select
hydraul i ¢ or nmechani cal dredging in the Record
of Decision. W're going to have to make that
decision in the design phase. And perhaps a
conbi nati on of those types of equipnent.

W' || be devel opi ng performance standards,
of course, the peer review, we'll be siting

the processing and transfer facilities. As |

nmenti oned before, | expect that to be rather
controversial. W wll have that open to
public coment and we expect that we'll be

able to site a facility successfully. And
we' |l be devel oping a comunity heal th and
safety plan, and that woul d include things
i ke protecting the water supplies.

And, finally, we'll be defining the phase
one and phase two areas. W did not define
that in the Record of Decision, that is for
phase one, this first phase, we're going to
devel op the performance standards and test

themout. Where's that going to be? Is that

18
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going to be all the way north or is it going
to be some other location. Coviously partly
that depends on any kind of a processing or
transfer facility where we can |ocate that.

And, finally, the next steps, what do we
need to do in the inmediate future. Well,
first of all, we have sel ected our
consul tants, and Jane nentioned who those
were. That was on February 7th. W have
started the enforcenent process with Genera
Electric. W issued a special notice letter
on February 4th. They have a couple nmonths to
respond to what's a good faith offer

W will be establishing the field office
we expect sonewhere around March 17th. And
we'll be out in the field, we expect to be out
in the field doing or sanpling somewhere
around May 1st. That doesn't mean we won't be
out inthe field prior to that doing sone
prelimnary work. For instance, we need to do
some work for on the siting of the transfer
facilities. Just getting sone information
not doi ng any sanpling work, any sanpling work

we'll be letting the public know about it

19
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ahead of tinme. We'll

for sanpling,

So, a good deal

things like that.

of work will be going on

while were in the process of devel oping the

comunity invol vement plan, which is the | ast

itemup here.

And whi ch

going to describe to you.

BY MS. BELLOW

Good eveni ng.

serious room

out there.

tonight. W've got a few sniles

Bonny Bellow is now

It seens like a very

As you just heard from Jane Kenny we are

very conmtted to an open public process that

wll give all

the effected comunities,

i nterested organi zati ons and the individual s

who come forth during this process an

opportunity to provide input on really

critical issues.

Qur goal

process that

is to devel op a new community

wi I | encourage real dial ogue.

And | think that's the operative word here.

know we' ve had a | ot of words spoken, but

we're tal king about real

we hear you,

you hear us,

conver sati ons where

we talk, we |isten,

be devel opi ng work pl ans

20
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we exchange ideas, and hopefully we cone to
some sort of consensus on some of the critical
i ssues before us. And | hope this is one of
the few tines as we nove forward in this
process that we're in this format, you're
sitting out there and we're providing
information to you. | envision this nore of
us sitting around a table as we nove forward,
al though we m ght need the | argest table ever
made in the history of hunmanki nd, but we'll
cross that bridge. W' ve got bigger obstacles
than that.

I want to take a few minutes just to go
over how we're going to proceed. W have
enlisted the assistance of Mdrrasco Newton, an
enpl oyee owned consulting firmw th expertise
in dispute resolution. They're going to serve
as the neutral facilitators who will guide us
t hrough the process of devel oping a comunity
i nvol venent program

The first step will be for themto reach
out to you. Their public involvenent
specialists will conduct a series of

interviews that will take place in your
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comunities. They will reach out to the key
st akehol ders. There are many of you who have
been involved in this process for many years.
There is al so new peopl e and new organi zati ons
that have cone forward during this public
process of commenting on our proposed pl an,
and there are actually sone new groups that
have forned al ong the way. So, we want to
hear from everybody. W want to get
information fromyou. And, again, we really
want to listen and we enphasi ze that we al so
hope that through this you will listen to us,
you will listen to the technical side, you
will listen to the comunity side. And that,
again, we'll be able to reach sone consensus.
But what they are going to do is they are
going to listen to your concerns and solicit
suggestions for the format of a new process.
So, this first stage is actually the process
of devel oping a process. | know this sounds a
little convoluted, but we want to get to a
poi nt several nmonths fromnow where we are in
agreenent about what a community invol verent

programis going to look like that will guide
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us into the future

The interviews that they conduct are going
to be confidential, because we want you to
feel confortable voicing your concerns without
us sitting in the room They'll convey that
information to us but it won't have your name
onit. So, we'll get a sunmary of the ideas
and informati on that have conme forth, but it
won't be as difficult because you don't have
to worry about voicing a strong opinion to
t hem

The consultants will then convene a series
of facilitative workshops that will be
attended by representatives of a cross-section
of groups and individuals. Those people
groups and organi zations that are
representative of all of the stakehol ders that
care about the Hudson River. And, again,
want to enphasize that we're tal king about the
up river who have their concerns about the
direct inpacts on their lives as well as those
peopl e who live down here and all along the
Hudson Ri ver who nay have the same concerns

and a variety of different concerns. W view
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this as a very inconclusive process. And |
personally feel very confident with the
neutral facilitators we're going to be able to
build a plan that is built on consensus.

The final step will be to submt the plan
that comes out of this consensus building
process for public comrent. And we nade a
commitnent that we would do that. We'll go
out for public comment, we'll take comments,
and then we will finalize the plan. At that
poi nt, which we hope will be early in the
sumer, we will have a new community
i nvol venment programin place that will guide
us as we nove forward into the design phase of
the project and further along as we begin to
dredge the river.

And as many of you know we are on a very,
very tight tine frane, so we're going to
really need help fromyou. W've got
m | est ones, we've got deadlines to reach, so
we're going to ask for you to help us in
noving this process along. And | just want to
assure you that while we are developing this

pl an, which will be over the next few nonths,
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it's not that we're going go away, we're going
to keep in regular contact with you. Through
our field office we will hold a series of
public availability sessions, we'll get
witten materials out, we will get infornation
out on our EPA website. And we have set up a
free list serve. You go onto the site, on our
website, you subscribe and that gets you
regul ar updates and infornation about events
related to our activities in this phase of the
wor K.

So, this is sonething new W' ve never
done this exactly this way and we're really
going to need you, all of you, to work with
us. | personally feel very exited by the
process. | think we have a trenmendous
opportunity here and | think we're really
ready to just roll up our sleeves and get
started.

So, we are now going to actually give this
by taking questions fromyou. | would ask if
peopl e could or would mnd to cone over maybe
to these two mkes just so you're directing

your questions up here. That mike is on

25
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That's fine.
SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

Thi s addresses the issue of equipnent
sel ection. There are groups in New York
Envi ronnent al Busi ness Associ ation and others
who are in a position to aggregate equi pnent
that woul d neet all your criteria and
specifications levels a |ot better then your
ROD currently indicates in terns of noise and
resuspension and et cetera

However, your ROD does not seemto address
any of this state of the art equi pnent and |'m
wondering if the EPAis in a position to
extend financial support with Congressiona
approval and with New York State approval, to
engi neering firns along the Hudson who have
lived with this issue for their entire |lives
to submt independent designs to your
consul tant engi neers, yes or no?
BY MR M CABE:

If I'"'mlimted to that, it would be no
If I could explain alittle bit, perhaps it
m ght help. Financial -- the way we -- the

way the process works is, as you've heard, we
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27
have a consulting firmdoing the design. That
i s done through the Corps of Engineers, we
have contracts through the Corps of Engi neers
with this firm The firmwas selected on a
nati onal basis by the Corps as well as sone
other firm but that's how we access them
So, they conpeted for and got that work.

There's a variety of ways that the
construction work could be done. Obviously,
open bidding is one of those ways. That's the
way that we access consultants and contractors
and, obviously, the way the nmoney flows. |If
there is any information or technol ogy or
anyt hing of that nature that you think we
woul d benefit by, certainly you can speak to
our project managers who are here, and they
then could put you in touch w th our
consul tants.

But as far as any direct financial
remuneration to the engineering firms al ong
the Hudson, | know of no program And I'I
ask very quickly the people here if they know
of any programthat exists for that. | don't

bel i eve so
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SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

Sir, you very effectively identified the
probl em of your community invol verent program
As long as the design process of the actua
dr edgi ng technol ogy, dewatering technol ogy,
separation of PCBs from sedi nents and all of
that, as well as noi se abatenent, is under
control of a single engineering firmthat you
have sel ected on a national conpetition basis.
Their particular pre-elections as to what
equi prent to choose and how to use it |ocks
out any innovative solutions that m ght be
coming fromengineering firnms who live and
work and attenpt to prosper here in the Hudson
Val | ey.

BY MR M CABE:

I don't believe we're excluding anything
W did an extensive technol ogy search during
the reassessment, which was different, at
| east one of the consultants that |ed that was
a different consultant than the one we have.
They had dredgi ng experts on their staff or a
subconsul tant as well as E&E, Ecol ogy and

Envi ronnent, has dredgi ng consultants on their
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staff.

And as | stated, if you have any
information or any technol ogi es, we are very
open to anything that's out there. W think,
of course, that we know what the state of the
art is. But that's not to say that we're
perfect or we do knowit all. |f you have
anything else, if there are any other types of
technol ogy, we're nore than willing to listen.

One of the itens in the Record of Decision
that | didn't nmention is beneficial reuse. |If
there's anyway we can reuse the sedi ments
beneficially, we'll do that, but we need the
information. And we're certainly willing to
accept it and to evaluate it. W've had a |ot
of suggestions in the past in all our public
neetings, or | should say in the el even public
nmeetings that led up to the Record of
Decision, a lot of information was passed and
was gl adl y accept ed.

SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

Does it go to Jane?
BY MR M CABE:

I'"msorry?
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SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

Does it go to the Adm nistrator?
BY MR M CABE:

You can send it to Jane, but obviously she
will give it to the technical staff.
SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

Ckay. Thank you.
BY M5. BELLOW

One of the things we should enphasize is
that we have the ability and have al ong the
way changed deci sions that we've made around
things that have a direct inpact on people.
Bill laid out a variety of things along the
way where we have | ooked at those things that
communi ties are concerned about. So that the
public invol verent process is designed to
specifically look at issues |ike noise that
have direct inmpacts. Comunity invol verent
process will also address the devel opnent of
t he perfornance standards.

So, the community invol venent process is
very broad scale and there is a very heart
felt desire to go forward with details of this

programthat people feel confortable with and
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to do everything we can to mnimze inpacts.
BY MR M CABE:

Yes.
SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

Good evening. |'mJane Shellinbaum
(proper noun subject to correction). And | do
a radio programlocally called Pet Talk. |
produce and |'mhost of this, and it's on
wildlife on pets and on the environnent
locally and worl dwi de. And through ny
contacts and research | found sonething that
has the potential to be quite beneficial and
i nnovative with the dredging of the Hudson
River. You know, the Hudson Valley used to be
known for the wonderful bricks, and beauti ful
bricks, decorative bricks, bricks for
bui | di ngs, housing, hospitals, streets, et
cetera.

And just |ike the Hudson River, there are
many rivers in Germany around the ports that
are filled with toxic sline, poisonous
contam nat ed sedi ments, heavy netals and the
like.

Now, there is a brick conpany in Hanburg
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by the nane of Honcion (phonetic) Brick
Factory. They have devel oped a new way to
dredge this waste, this slime, wthout any
envi ronnmental damage. They filter and they
burn it and encapsul ate the bricks so that
not hi ng ever goes back out into the
environnment. They' re making eco-bricks. And
this is, again, wthout any environmenta
damage.

It seens to be that the bricks are totally
free of contam nants, bricks usable for
busi ness, homes, hospitals and schools. Wich
you nentioned reuse, that's exactly what is
going on. This factory is getting their
materials, their raw materials free. They are
selling the eco-bricks |like hot cakes. Mboney
back into the Hudson Vall ey.

They are eager to get other areas to use
their process, take their patents, and they're
talking to New York Gty, why not here. Wy
transport the dredgings off to Buffalo,

Ti nbuktu or wherever it is designated. Wy
not restart the brick business in the Hudson

Val l ey? Wy not reuse this waste effectively,
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efficiently, and with an economcally
profitable manner for the Hudson Valley.

Have you | ooked into the eco-brick from
that German factory?

BY MR MCABE:

I can't say that | personally have. 1'I1
ask the staff if they have heard of that one
in particular. | know that we have, for
i nstance, had a, we do | ook overseas for
technol ogies. | know we had a dredging
denmonstration by a Dutch firmrecently, the
largest firmin the world, that kind of thing.
W' ve al so had denonstrations, and | don't
know i f Doug wants to add anything on this.
But we do al so have a denonstration, sedinent
denonstration projects, and we've used some
sedi ment fromthe Passaic River, for instance,
beneficial reuse. But we would be happy to
take any informati on you have and pass it on.
And that's exactly what we're | ooking for
This gentleman right here actually, you can
give it to him
SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

Sormething | stunbled on, but it is very
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special, that is not hydraulic, it's not
pressure, they filter it and they burn it with
no pol |l ution whatsoever. And then they can
use these bricks for every type of business,
school, hospital, et cetera. It seenmed to be
sonmet hing that we've lost in the Hudson
Val | ey, those beautiful bricks that we used to
have. And we have all the toxic sedinents,
why not go for it.
BY MR M CABE:

We're always | ooking for a better answer.
SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

Thank you.
BY MR M CABE:

Thanks. Yes, sir.
SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

Good evening. Are we supposed to
identify oursel ves?
BY MR M CABE:

Yes, please, please do.
SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

Excuse ne. |'m Erwi n Spergerym (proper
noun subject to correction). |'mat SUNY New

Paltz, I"'mmostly interested in environnental
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health, public health issues, and | do
teachi ng and research on these areas.

I wanted first of all to express ny
deepest appreciation for the very good faith
effort on the part of the EPA to reach out to
the community, really all the way up and down
the Hudson River by this arrangenent of having
an i ndependent organi zation serve as a kind of
a nediating nmechanism And | think that is an
excel lent step toward the kind of dial ogue
needed to hold down the |evel of fear that
peopl e seemto have about errors or foul ups
that m ght happen in the course of dredging.

I think this is a very thoughtful and positive
st ep.

And it's in that connection that | wanted
to follow up with sone questions that are
partly having to do with public health and
partly having to do with what GE s response
is. | mean, if we see on the one hand that,
you know, EPA, and | think by inplication
other federal and state agencies that wll
have sone degree of invol venent or

consultative role in how the procedure goes
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forward are naking all of these renarkably
extensive efforts to reach out to the public.

What really concerns ne is that, on the
ot her hand, CE does not seemto be responding
in kind with any dialogue onits part. For
exanple, what | have in mnd is, that for
several decades now there have been all of
these organizations, nostly they're up river
fromus, that have represented GE to one
degree or another as being an exenplary
corporate citizen

Many of these sanme organizations, and
sonetines they're candidates for public
office, and they have denounced the EPA, the
DEC, and any other agency that talks
causatively for the need of dredging. And
they' ve gone on to say how dredging is too
radi cal and destructive of the American way of
life and all that kind of nonsense. And
don't see any sign that CGE has, sinply put,
called off the dogs. | nean, it seens that GE
has continued to go on its nerry way actively
encouragi ng or at |east condoni ng these kinds

of irresponsible and often ill-informed
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attacks on dredgi ng.

And one other thing | feel that's
inmportant to take note of, it's not only the
cost of the dredging itself that we need to
| ook at, but as far as | know, even using
1970's levels of inflation and the val ue of
noney, we had in New York State a fishing
industry in the Hudson River that anounted to
a contribution to the State's econony of about
forty mllion dollars a year. And that
i ndustry, because of the need to close it
down, owi ng to how striped bass and other fish
wer e being contami nated and the public health
risk attended to upon that. And it seems to
nme that GE's responsibilities in terns of what
it has done to the econony of our region goes
way beyond just the cost required to do the
dr edgi ng.

I mean, | admt arithnmetic isn't ny strong
poi nt, but using 1970's nunbers, forty mllion
dollars, even if you just figure it for twenty
years, it would anmount at this point to
sonething close to a billion dollars. | know

if | caused a hundredth or a thousandth of
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that kind of harmto any econony, | know
sonmebody woul d start tal king about putting a
lien on ny home or ny car or sonething.

And, finally, one other question, and
don't mean to be rhetorical about it, is |'m
deeply concerned, and | think many people here
in New York State share this concern, GE has
continued to nount this Suprenme Court notion
to have the entire Superfund Law held
unconstitutional. And the inplication of that
woul d be the EPA's authority to order the
dredging and to enforce its Order of Decision
woul d be totally underm ned

It would seemto nme that if GE had any
shred of common decency or any soci al
consci ence about the amount of harm al ready
done to the river and the risk to public
health, instead of trying to elimnate the
nost inportant single Environnmental Protection
Agency we have in this country, and taking
away fromthe public one of the nost inportant
assets we have to protect public health and
safety, it would seemto ne that GE woul d want

to get rid of that whole style of doing things
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and cease and desist froman attack that
woul d, in effect, set back the whole cause of
dredgi ng, the whol e cause of environmnent al
protection in this country.

And | want to thank you for your
forbearance in listening to ny questions.
BY MR M CABE:

Ckay. Let nme try and respond.

BY M5. KENNY:
Bill, let ne try. | just want to say, you
know, as | said to you all, | amnewto the

agency and |'malso an optimst and |I' m hoping
that we will have cooperation fromGE in terns
of cleaning up the Hudson. As | said, |I'm
very hopeful that we at |east keep those doors
open. They have told us that they are not
going to continue that kind of public
rel ati ons canpai gn against this. So, | think
that's a good sign and we will go fromthere.
In terms of the |awsuit about Superfund,
we feel very confident at EPA that the
Super fund Law has been uphel d t hroughout the
years and it will continue to be upheld. And

that's how we feel about it and we will, you
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know, go forward as we have planned to. W
are going to dredge the Hudson R ver and
that's obviously a separate suit fromthis
particul ar case. But at the same tine it does
call into question the whol e Superfund Act
whi ch we believe has, the constitutionality of
has been uphel d.

You had a middle question there, and |'m
just trying to renenber what it was.
BY VR M CABE

Fi shing industry.
BY M5. KENNY:

Ch, yeah, fishing industry. Well,
obvi ously one of the reasons that we're very
concerned about |eaving things status quo is
because even though there has been a ban on
eating the fish and comercial fishing has
been outlawed, we do know peopl e eat the fish
fromthe Hudson. And, so, that is the
reality. And we know that that's definitely
hazardous to people's health and obvi ously
wildlife as well, you know, are eating fish
fromthe Hudson

So, we believe that when all is said and
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done, the tourist industry will increase
greatly and the Hudson will again be able to
be used recreationally and it will becone,
once again, a beautiful place to fish. You
know, maritine resources will be available to
peopl e al ong the Hudson and to anyone who
cares to come and enjoy this beautiful river.

So, | think |I've got everything, but thank
you for your comments. Appreciate that.

BY MR M CABE:

If I could just add one mnor point on to
that, on the comrercial fishing. | think you
are al so pointing out the damage's side of
that. That's not sonething that Superfund
itself deals with, but the Federal and State
Trust Natural Resource Trustees deal with
that. And that's a separate issue and that's
sonmet hing, again, they'll be dealing with
separately.

SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

Good evening, folks. [|'mAndy Mele from
Hudson River Sloop dearwater. Admnistrator
Kenny, wel come to the neighborhood. 1t's nice

to have you on board.
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I"'mgoing to step back fromthe, you know,
the fixes and technol ogy and all that sort of
stuff and, you know, we'll be tal king about
this before later. W' ve agreed and di sagreed
before, and we'll agree and di sagree again

There's a | ot of work to be done and thank
you for opening the process up the way you
have. You obviously listened to a | ot of
peopl e' s concerns

But tonight on behalf of ny organization
hopeful |y on behalf of a |lot of people in this
room | would just like to say that the
persi stence and the forthrightness and sort of
t he whol esoneness of the process that you
folks all ran to bring this Record of Decision
to be is acredit to the Federal CGovernnent,
with cooperation fromthe various State
agencies is a credit to the State. It's
remar kabl e bi parti san |inkage of the el ected
officials, the support of the stunning nunbers
of people in the Hudson Vall ey.

On behal f of dearwater tonight, | would
just like to say thank you very nmuch. You've

restored of lot of nmy personal faith in
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governnent. Let's try to keep it that way
and we'll be talking again in the future. And
thank you very much.
BY M5. KENNY:

Vell, let's just relish that. | just want

sone sil

ence for a nminute. Thank you for

those coments, we appreciate that.

BY MS. BELLOW

I was going to suggest he cone on the road

with us.

SPEAKER

I'm

SPEAKER

FROM PUBLI C:

avail able for a fee.

FROM PUBLI C:

| also wanted to wel cone you to the

nei ghbor hood, and it's also a good --

(I nterrupted)

BY MR M CABE:

I''m

SPEAKER

My mane is Ron Lange.

sorry, could you identify yoursel f?

FROM PUBLI C:

And by way of

disclosure, | guess | feel |I've been living ny
life with this situation, and I'Il tell you
why. | started a group in 1976, '75, in

Al bany,

CPE, Gtizens to Protect the
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Environnent. One of the first things we were
involved with was a very unusual thing that
they saw coning out of GE Sel kirk and Hudson,
it was sort of |like a dead zone. They really
were interested in why that was occurring.

And one of the first things the foundation
funded was a group of SUNY col | ege ki ds going
out there and surveying and finding out what
this strange stuff was about, what is going on
t here.

By way of further disclosure, I'malso the
chair of the New York State Renewabl e Energy
Coal ition, how the business in the area for
twenty years (inaudible). [|'massociated with
the ol dest boating conpany in the State, a
conpany call ed El co, which is about eight
mles fromwhere we are now, which uses
non-pol | uti ng technol ogy for boating and |ikes
to see an increase in recreational use in the
river.

And one of the things that | amtrying to
do ininteracting with your organization is to
deal with a situation of the dredging. And a

lot of the friends that | deal with, | want to
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be frank in terms of the words we tend to
bring back and forth and between each other.
You, the overall technol ogy you' re proposing
here is punp and dunp. And that's not the
jargon, but it is sort of like a shorthand
termthat we're using to communi cate back and
forth.

And one of the things |I'm concerned about
and others are interested in is seeing how we
can interact with you and get resource people
together that can nake a difference. | was
sort of lucky a year ago, | happened to know
sonebody i n government naned Purdy, who |
posed to that we really shoul d be thinking
about finer renediation in terms of taking
advant age of what technology is available for
| eachate. And that process got referred
referred, referred, and Doug, who now | put a
face to this, was good enough to take the
proposal fromus. And we think we hopefully
got the information in the door to the right
person and responses.

But one of the things |I'mhoping that you

will you do is open up the process in terns of
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telling us who we shoul d be comuni cating

wi th, how we can nove that information back
and forth and how we can be a resource in the
comunity as well as you being a resource to
us.

So, wel corme to the town.

BY M5. BELLOW

Thanks a lot. And we do intend to make
that process open, and obviously a lot of the
feedback we get fromyou will help us direct
that process in the appropriate ways and what
is mssing and what needs to be filled in.
SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

H, |1'mJessica Lorraine, People's
Coalition on Renedy Sol ution.

Australia has al ready dredged down there.
I'mnot sure about what is happening wth that
river, but that would be interesting to | ook
into what they have done with their sedinent.

I have two questions. | would like to
know if this area or any area on the Hudson
Ri ver, especially the Md-Hudson R ver, is
targeted as a site for a facility. |[|'mvery

concerned about that.
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My other question is, will the EPA
t hrough the Superfund, help the [ ocal water
treatment plants |ong the Hudson River with
the use of sand filters, which are very good
for protecting water agai nst PCBs. Thank you
BY MR M CABE:

For the first question, we have stated
that there will be no local landfills. Al
the process sedinents will be taken away to
licensed facilities outside of the Hudson
Valley. That was the first one.

And the second question, if |I mssed it
let me know. The second question had to do
with, | guess, you could say contingency for
the water supplies. W will, | nentioned we
wi Il be doing extensive nmonitoring, and we
believe that will serve as an early warning
system for any problens that mght be
encountered at the public water supply.

don't expect there will be any problem but

obvi ously we have to take every care to ensure

that that doesn't happen

As part of -- again, none of these things

are devel oped, but |'m assum ng as part of our
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comunity health and safety plan, or sone plan
that we devel op, we would also include that in
that, a contingency plan for the water
supplies. W certainly would |like to get your
i nput and everyone's input as to what mght be
i ncluded in such a contingency plan. W
obvi ously have some ideas of our own and a
conti ngency woul d be, obviously, for what you
were just talking about, | believe, which is
just in case something unforeseen happens
what are you going to do about it. Are you
goi ng to have anot her supply ready, are you
going to have sone filtration? You know,
we're willing to listen to any options. Yes.
SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

H, ny nane is Sara Fitzgerald. |'ma |aw
student from Geennont College. | recently
spent | ast senester concentrating just at
policy level, the history of the Hudson River
and history of the PCB issue in the Hudson
River. And |I'mjust comng down this senester
just as a follow up, one of ny professors
asked me, and | was kind of interested in

doing it. And | live right over just past
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Poughkeepsie. And | had two questi ons,
they're nmore of a biological standpoint.

My first question was, what is the current
estimation of full recovery for inportant
of fshore sites which are honme to nany of the
mackerel, invertebrates which are the basis in
the food chains, as well as the fish
nurseries. Once the dredge is -- | did sone
reading in the records saying that sone of
these sites will be dredged and those sites
are extrenely inportant to the health of the
entire aquatic community, and | was just
wonderi ng what projections there were and how
long will it be until restored to
BY VR M CABE

So, for any areas, you're just speaking
about specific areas that we -- that are being
dredged and how quickly will they reestablish
t hensel ves?
SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

Yes.
BY MR MCABE:

I'"'mtrying to remenber if we used one to

two years in the Record of Decision. | know
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that we have sone information fromup in the
Saint Law ence River where we have underwat er
phot ogr aphs showi ng, unfortunately we have it
at the third year, that there is extensive
revegetation. W believe it was rmuch sooner
than that. | think the record shows from
other sites one to two years. |f anyone can
-- | think Alison or Mary, that's the nunber?
Yeah.

SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

Ckay. M second question had to do with
native species probl ens, which was water
Chestnut and regional flora, which are large
problens all up and down the Hudson. And
did sone reading saying that so nuch aquatic
vegetati on that woul d be destroyed, but then
repl aced after the dredgi ng had occurred. But
I was wondering if there was any attenpts to
nmake sure that these invasive species didn't,
you know, junp in the way of the maybe nore
native species, as invasive species tend to
do, they disturb areas, they tend to junp the
gun before native species can take over the

site. | was just wondering
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BY MR MCABE:
Alison, will you help ne out on that?
BY M5, HESS:

That's sonething certainly we have
considered. Al revegetation would be native
species that -- (inaudible).

BY MR M CABE:

Thank you.
SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

Yeah, ny nane is McMahon. Just froma
comuni cations point of view, when you
establish this intermediate PRfirmto dea
with the community's w shes or desires, how --
and | would cone to themas a retired
scientist, which | am And then | go into
some kind of anonymous pool and I was pool ed
Now, | have a different kind of |evel of
concern about what is going on in the river
than a nunber of people that | conmunicate
with. Well, how do | express a considered
techni cal judgment into an anonynous pool ?

BY M5. BELLOW
Vll, | think there is two ways to | ook at

this. First of all, any individual that comes
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forward to us, whether it's with an idea or
opinion, we listen to. That's part of the
process and we have a commitnent to that,
whether it's on this site or any site.

So, you as an individual, you have
somet hing you want to present, there will be
many opportunities to present it as an
i ndividual. The process that we are
envisioning is really a process to develop a
group that woul d be a functioning working
group, and it would be a functioning working
process. And, obviously, it's got to be a
process that's inconclusive that has
representatives of all the various key
st akehol ders up and down the Hudson

Clearly, every person who has a concern or
care about the Hudson River can't be on a
working group that's going to have a fornal
role. But what we're looking to is to devel op
a process in which there were groups that the
various stakehol ders feel confortable and fee
they are represented at the table by, and then
to provide a variety of forunms through which

i ndi vidual s can al so cone forward
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SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C:

I would like to also -- this is off again
I think. | would like to also welconme to the
Hudson Valley -- let me just say this. One, |

have been to a nunber of neetings where PCBs
in the Hudson and dredgi ng had been di scussed.
Cne of the principal concerns | hear down
river here in the Md-Hudson Valley is the

i npact of released material on our input water
into the Gty and Town of Poughkeepsie, into
Rhi nebeck and ot her communities that drink
wat er fromthe Hudson.

Now, | understand that fromthe National
Acadeny of Science report that upwards to nine
percent of the material that's dredged up from
the bottomwi Il be released into the river.

QG her studies indicated that it's two to ten
percent. Now, that, if you take the top
nunber, ten percent of a one hundred fifty
thousand, that's fifteen thousand pounds of
PCB are goi ng down river.

Now, sone people say that the PCBs are
attached to sedinment in the river because of

their, quote, because of the nature of the
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PCBs. But other data |'ve seen says eight
percent of the PCBs just go in free state, in
the dissolved state in the river

Now, can you tell ne specifically whether
the PCBs that are indeed free and dissolved in
the water in the river will be indeed filtered
out quantitatively to the parts per billion or
some nunber by water treatnent plants?

Wl come to the valley.
BY MR TOMCHUK:

W' ve done some anal ysis and we have had
some of the experts who testified to the NAS
panel working on the nodels for amount of PCBs
that woul d be resuspended. W believe that
t he amount of PCBs woul d be resuspended woul d
be about two hundred pounds in total over the
project, fromthe dredgi ng operation that is.
You know, sone of the transport mght Kkick up
alittle bit nore, but the overall nunber will
be | ess than what we see going over the dam
each year, which is about five hundred pounds.
Don't forget there's a |l ot of PCBs escapi ng
now. So, the overall result is a net |oss of

PCBs being transported down river which wll
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enabl e the river to recover.
SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

Hello, ny name is Carolyn Frank. [|'mthe
West chester County Program Coordi nator for the
Ctizens Canpaign for the Environnent. W' ve
been actively participating in a grass roots
letter witing canpaign to get the ROD signed
and final.

We're | ooking forward to continuing our
participation and I was just wondering when to
expect the interview process to start, how
that's going to happen. Are they going to
contact us by phone, e-mail, through the mail,
as well as how nmany workshops there will be?
Are they going to be entirely up and down the
river? And howw |l we be able to be updated
and when to expect to hear fromyou fol ks?

BY V5. BELLOW

W're going to start out, we have an
enornous |ist of people who have cone forward
during all of the public comrent period. And
obviously we're going to take a | ook at those
groups that have been actively involved, those

groups that cane to us with extensive
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information. W' re going to be consulting
with those people that have worked with us,
new to the process and asking themfor advice
about how to expand that even further. This
we hope is to start in the next few weeks from
now. W will provide updates on our |ist
serve, which -- and our website, about

upcom ng neetings.

We have not at this point designed exactly
what the process is going to | ook |ike because
the first stage of the community interviews
and com ng out of those interviews, we wll
then figure out what seens to be the
appropriate way to go forward to the next
step. And you can | eave your nane with us
t oni ght .

SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

Ckay. M nane is David Strauss, U ster
County Environnental Managenent Counsel. |
woul d like to congratul ate the EPA with com ng
forth with a Record of Decision only slightly
nore than a year after the proposed plan. And
I wish you God speed in cleaning up in the

river.
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M/ question has to do with nenory, which
maybe the State can, but as | recall proposed
plan alternative four was to renove
ei ghty-five percent of the PCBs in the upper
Hudson. |'ve heard mentioned earlier this
eveni ng renoval of sixty-five percent of the
PCBs in the upper Hudson

Now, the difference between the two
represents a hundred tons of PCB. | was
wondering if either ny nenory is wong or the
statenent earlier of sixty-five percent was
wong, and what is the cause of the
di fference?
BY V5. BELLOW

I'"'mnot sure of the exact nunbers.
don't recall there being a twenty percent
di fference. Because when we | ooked at it
there was an alternative that you're
referencing that was nore protective at a far
greater cost. And we |ooked at that and the
ri sks involved, the nunmbers -- the nunbers I'm
remenbering in the risk assessnent, | don't
know i f Marian can help nme, were nore |ike six

or seven percent or sonething like that.
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SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

Al ternative five, which was the nore or
| ess region three, between down by the Federa
Damin Troy, that was supposed to renove
ni nety-five percent of the PCBs. Alternative
four which was the proposed plan, eighty-five
percent, you mentioned sixty-five percent.

BY MR M CABE

Wien we used the nunmbers in the risk
assessnent, those were the nunmbers |'m
referencing. | don't know if Marian has any
of that here, but those nunbers were far |ess
than that as far as what gets into the fish
then what the risk is. And the nunbers I'm
remenbering, and again these are all ranges,
because there was an upper bound on some of
the nunbers, were nore |ike six to seven
percent. That's the best | could recall
BY MR TOMCHUK:

There is actually a sixty-four percent to
sixty-five percent total PCB load. |'mnot
sure of the exact nunbers there, but what had
happened was a recal culation of the total PCB

because previous estimate based on addition of
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certain of the honol ogs of PCBs, you know,
with groups fromone to ten chlorines on them
you have ten different honologs. W added
themup, we took a look at it, some of the

i nformati on we hadn't had a chance to | ook at
before, and that, the value increased fromone
hundr ed t housand pounds of PCBs to actually
one hundred fifty thousand pounds of PCBs
we'll be renoving fromthe river. So, that
actually increased to sixty-five percent of
the PCBs we were renoving, because we're
removi ng those areas that increased the nost,
because that's where you get the nost
dechl ori nation products.

So, there is actually been a slight
i ncrease fromthe proposed plan but it's the
sane targeted areas of PCBs.

SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

Hello, ny name is Fred Gardner, |
represent the Squaw Marina | ocated on the
Hudson R ver

W' ve been trying to get a dredging permit
for mai ntenance dredging for about twenty

years. And due to the | ack of coordinated
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policies by the New York State DEC and Arny
Corps of Engineers, it's made it difficult for
us to obtain these permts. W're not a
Superfund site, in fact our material is not
contaminated. And | believe that there's nany
other marinas on the river that are in the
same situation that we are. Do you perceive
that this project would have any effect on
current policies, good or bad?
BY VR M CABE

The only effect that | could think of is
that it's now clearly defined as to what we
will be and will not be renoving, such that if
you then subnmit an application to the State or
to the Corps or whoever, they can say this
isn't an area we're worried about. So, there
shouldn't be any problem On the other hand
if it is an area that you do need to worry
about, then obviously disposal of that
material is an issue. Doesn't nean that
things can't be done. | don't know if anyone
el se has anything to add to that.
SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

Wiul d you venture to guess if this project

60
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woul d benefit that situation at all?
BY MR M CABE:
Benefit the | ocal marinas?
SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.
Yes.
BY MR M CABE:

It really depends, | would suspect it
woul d, but it would depend of course on where
the marinas are in relation to the dredging
that's | abel ed.

W' re going to be doing navigationa
dredging, for instance, that certainly can
hel p. Perhaps there are sone nmarina areas
that need -- that have needed dredging for
some tine and we'll be doing that dredging
That certainly will be a benefit. There may
however be other marinas that are not in the
areas we're going to be dredging, so directly
that wouldn't be a benefit. However, with the
overal I dredgi ng and navigational dredging, it
woul d be beneficial.

SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.
Thank you. M nane is Rol and Vasford

(proper noun subject to correction), Director
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of Planning for Col unbia County.

Two questions, froma brief review of the
responsi veness sunmary, ny conclusion is that
EPA has nade changes primarily based on
coments of opponents to dredging; is that
correct? Wre there any project changes as a
result of comments by proponents of dredging?
BY MR M CABE

Changes based upon proponents. Well, for
one comment | could think of is that New York
State asked, Covernor Pataki asked for an
anal ysi s of water-based processing and
transfer facilities, we're doing that.

BY MR S| MON:

The communi ty invol venent program
BY M5. KENNY:

The whol e community invol vement program
was part of the responsiveness sumary. It
came out of the, fromthe proponents of
dredgi ng who also felt, you know, a bit
di sengaged fromthe process. So, that was,
I"'mtrying to think.

BY V5. BELLOW

Sore of the changes that were nmade were
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nmade not based on whether you were for or
agai nst dredging. They were based on
legitimate concerns that people had on inpacts
on local communities, |ike the issue of truck
traffic. So, regardless of whether you were
pro-dredging or anti-dredging, if you lived in
an upstate, you know, up-river comunity and
you were concerned that you were going to have
alot of traffic there, you know, that was
very real. So, | think that, you know, it's
really a mx.
SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

Second question had to do with the field
office. You nentioned that N G Kaul would be
heading that up. He's a State of New York
enpl oyee, where is he in this, isn't this an
EPA project?

BY MR M CABE:

He's retiring from New York State.
BY M5. KENNY:

He actually will be enployed by us and he
will be working directly with our senior
people in New York Gty, but he will be on the

ground, you know, in a field office in the
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upper Hudson.

SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.
Thank you.

BY M5. KENNY:

You' re wel cone.
SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

One additional question. You say you're
going to be dredging a forty mle area. Wen
you tal k about navi gational dredging, are you
tal ki ng about the whol e channel up the Hudson
Ri ver?

BY MR M CABE:

No, we're tal king about three hundred and
forty thousand cubic yards out of that
two-point-six-five nillion cubic yards. So,
it's areas we need to get to in order to do
our environmental dredging as well as sone
areas in the navigational channel in order to
ensure that the boat traffic can get by.
SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

Wiere are these areas? Are they along the
Hudson River or are they along that forty mle
area that you're speaki ng about?

BY MR MCABE:
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Are you | ooking specifically for then?
SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

Speci fically.

BY MR FI SCHER

It's in the forty mle area.
SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

It is withinthe forty mles?
BY MR M CABE:

But if you're |looking specifically, I'm
sure we can send you sone information if you
give us -- do you have it?

BY MR TOMCHUK:

It's in the upper forty mles.
SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

Ckay. Thank you.

BY MR M CABE:
That's sufficient?
SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.
Yes.
BY MR M CABE:
Ckay. Thanks.

SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C:

Joe Gardener, Appal achian Muntain dub, a

menber of the Hudson R ver PCB Coalition,
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Friends of Oean Hudson. And | wanted to
respond to a gentleman's concern, your
response to the proponents input. And
certainly for the last five years we've been
actively engaged in participating in EPA' s
public participation process, and nore
i ntensely over the past year, to what EPA has
been doing to reconsider and inprove the
public invol verrent, public participation
process. And we certainly congratul ate you on
what you have achi eved or hoping to achieve
and we're right with you and we congratul ate
what you're doing. Thank you
BY VMR M CABE

Thanks, Joe. | think Bonnie noted on that
specific topic. As |'mthinking over the
various changes that we made, a lot of them
were nmade by both opponents and proponents,
because whil e everyone, while people had a
di stinctive view, whether we wanted to do or
don't, even those who obviously want us to do
it the best way possible. So, the proponents,
all those things were al so suggested by peopl e

who were proponents of the dredging job.
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SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

M/ nanme is Sara Pabetta (proper noun
subject to correction). |1'ma nother and
(inaudible). And | just had a couple of
questions about the nunbers. |'mnot at al
that famliar with them One of the handouts
out front says that CGE rel eased between two
hundred and ninety thousand and
one-point-three mllion pounds of PCBs.

That's a huge difference, so | was just
curious if there were any actual statistics on
how many pounds of PCBs were rel eased into the
river.

BY VMR M CABE

That's a good question. W' ve generally
been -- that's a range that has been out
there. W' ve generally been saying over a
mllion pounds. | think the reason for that
is the records just aren't that -- aren't that
detailed that we can tell for sure how nuch
were rel eased through permits, non-permtted
rel eases, et cetera
SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

Ckay. The second question that | have is
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about the estimation of seventy thousand
kil ograns of contam nated sedinents in the
upper Hudson River in the Record of Decision.
| wanted to know what the estinmation was based
on, where did the estimation cone fron? Was
it just fromthe nunbers of PCBs, those
statistics that CE released into river?
BY MR M CABE

The anount we're cleaning up, this hundred
and fifty thousand -- (Interrupted)
SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

Vel l, the estimation of your anount that's
inthe river, how was the estinati on done?
BY VMR M CABE

That's based upon the areas that -- that's
based upon a nunber of things. Primarily the
areas that we're going to be dredging, the
sanpling that was done in those areas, the
concentrations that we know exist, the depth
of the sediment, things like that, it's not
based upon the anount that was rel eased.
Since obviously we have a great deal of
difficulty knowi ng exactly how nmuch was

rel eased over there. You know, CE was
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releasing for over thirty years, so, and part
of that tinme they had a permt. A lot of the
tine they didn't have a permt.
SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

Ckay. Thank you.
SPEAKER FROM PUBLI C.

John Butterneyer, Evergreen Recycling. |Is
there a deadline on beneficial reuse projects?
BY MR MCABE:

There a deadline on it, not per se.
However, obviously we do have a schedul e or we
wi Il have a schedule. W' re devel oping that
right now And as we go along there will be
interi mdeadlines, | guess you could say, for
when we have to proceed with certain itens.

So, | can't tell you right now what that
deadline m ght be that we need to go forward
with design. For instance, you know, we're
going to get this job designed in three years,
there's certain things that have to be done.
But the sooner you get it in to us, obviously,
the better it would be. And even if it's in
some sort of conceptual stage, that it's not

that well defined, we'll be happy to take a
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| ook at it.
BY M5. KENNY:

Wl l, thank you, Bill. And | want to
thank all of you for com ng out tonight. And
we have anot her question? No

For those of you who are too shy to cone
to a mke, we'll hang around for a few m nutes
and you can cone up and talk to us. And we
really appreciate your interest in sonething
that we really have to do this together. So

t hanks very much.

(TIME NOTED:  8:30 P. M)
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